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increase, it is because for the first time it won't be wide
open spending.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Beutler, Senator Hefner , t he n
Senator Schmit. Senator Beutler, please.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Mr. Speaker, I call the question.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Question has been called. Do I s ee f i v e
hands7 I do . The quest i o n i s , s hal l d e bat e cea s e ? All
those in favor vote aye, opposed nay . Two ar e excused.
R ecord, Mr . C l e r k , p l e a s e .

CLERK: 27 ayes, 8 nays to cease debate, Mr. President.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Deb at e h as c eased. Se n a t o r Vard Jo hnson
will close, please. Just a minute, Senator Vard. (Gavel. )

SENATOR V . JOHN SON: Mr. Speaker and me mbers of t he
Legis l a t u r e . . .

SPEAKER NICHOL: Just a moment, please. (Gavel.) We still
don't have all of our attention. Thank you.

SENATOR V . JOHNSON: Mr. Speaker and me mbers of t he
Legis l a t u r e , m y mo t i o n i s ve r y s imp l e . It is not a motion,
it is not a motion to amend L B 126 wi t h a r ep e a l e r o f t h e
f inancing p r o v i s i o n s i n 6 6 2 . My motion is simply to suspend
the rules so t h at we can d i sc u s s w het h e r or not t he
financing aspect of 662 should b e r epe al ed t hrough an
amendment to 126. So it is important that you simply focus
in on whether the rules should be suspended to permit the
debate and the action. Now the greatest argument against
suspending t h e ru l es , as far as I can tell, i s t h a t i t
simply...a rule suspension simply delays our other work that
we have ahe a d o f us . That is correct. It does delay it,
just like resolutions delay the work that we have ahead o f
u s, j u s t l i ke a v ar i e t y o f ot h e r l e gi sl at i v e b u s i n es s d e l a y s
the work that we have ahead of us. I don ' t wor r y s o muc h
about the delay that is naturally inherent in discussing an
issue. The issue, if it is worthy of discussion, should be
discussed. I t hink this i s a n i s su e w h i c h i s wor th y o f
discussion. All I am asking is that we suspend th e r u l e s t o
allow the financing language of 662 to be discussed and, if
t here ar e 2 5 p eop l e who want to repeal that f i nanc i n g
language, for them to be able to reflect their wil l . I f
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